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This is the second of a series of three reports describing persons released
from Massachusetts correétional Tnstitutions to parole supervision during 1972;
These reports were generated from a c&nputeriz'ed file of data abdut parolees that
was develdped by the Parole~Correction Information System, These reports should
~ function not ohly' to describe parole clients, but also to give parole staff a
clearer idea of the types of information requests that can be satisfied by the
_nformatiOn System, _

The first report summarized information known at the time :of admission to
parole, such as institution released from, parole district released to, release
reserve conditions and behavioral release conditions. The third report will sum-
marize soclial background and cr:un:lnal history information known at the time of
admission to prison. This report will present data on the following time-related -
varisbless
R length of time served before release
— days over earliest release (reserve) date

~= length of time to serve on parole
— age at. release,

Bs METHOD
‘The sample described in this report consists of the 1366 state commitments '
released to parole supervision at le#st, once during 1972, In some tables a large

proportion of data will be "unknown." The percentages in the tables below will

therefore be percentages of the "mown total."




The 1366 state parole releasees were comprised of three groups of personss

(2) 1049‘persons receiving their first parole on the.present sentence; (b) 206
persons who had been previouslyrvidlated and were being paroled for the second or
subsequent time on the present séntenqeg (¢) 111 persons on wﬁom data was unavail=-
able about the number of previous paroles during this sentence.

Table T presents; by releasing institution, the length of incarceration for
the 1049 state feleasees on their first parole during the present sentence.

The group of residents on their first parole during this commitment typically
spent 14 months in the institutions prior to release. Further, parolees from

Walpole, Norfolk and Forestry were incarcerated almost three times as long as were

parolees from Concord, Pre-Release and Framingham, Tn essence, this finding is

th%p Walpole commitments serve almost three times_asAlong_until their first parole
asido Concord commitments,
The typical lehgth of time from commitment to first parole was 36 months for

Walpole parolees, 27 months for Norfolk paroclees and 20 months for Forestry paro-

lees. One implication of these findings is that, while preurelease planning with

the institutional parole officer usually takes place only in the 1last three months
before release, there is a long preced1ng perlod of separation from the community.

This underscores the particular importance of the furlough program for Walpole,

Norfolk and Forestry men, through its hélping to maintain commumnity ties during

incarceration.

The typlcal length of time from commitment to first parole was much shorter

- for parolees from other instltutions, The typical length of incarceration was

9 months for parolees from Framihgham and 10 months for parclees from Concord and




Pre-Helease, Further, 71% of Concord and PrQuRoleaso parolees spent one year or

less, vwhile 92‘% spent two years or less, Board policy of grmting a parole hear=
ing at a one year maxiviun-'fdr Concord commitments is apparently working so that a

© large majority of meﬁ are released at their first hearing., The large proportion

of Concord and Pre-Release residents released after having spent six months or
less (29%) points to the overload on the faciliiies of the Concord institutional

parole office, Often, case data is not received by the IP0 until several weeks

" have elapsed after commitment, with the result that the Board then frequently has

sketchy information on six month cases, Jail time often shortens the period from

commitment to parole eligibility below six or twelve months.



' Months -

3 mos, or less

L - 6 mos,
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"m.

¥ wgo‘m. -1 yr.
Hu”_aom. - 2 yrs,
mv.m mos, = 3 yrs,
mq mos, = L yrs,
Over .ﬁ.mf
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TOTAL

AVERAGE*

B Cumg %
1 (1)
2
8

Cum

( 3%)
{ 12%)

21 ( 36%)

13 { 51%).
15 ( 67%)
29  (100%)
2

91

36 mos,

* The "averages" presented above represent the médian Hmuwgm of Incarceration,
Walpole, 54,7 months
10,43 Other, 25,33 and TOTAL, 24,1,

are as follows:
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N Cum, %

2 ( 1)
2 (2)
1x ( 8h)

an ( 16%)

K2 ( 65%)

26 ( 775h) .
50 (100%)

0

220

M..N Eom.. ‘

TABLE T

. BY INSTTTUTION REIEASED FROM

Forestry .

N Cum %
2 ( 25)
3 ( 1%)

25 ( 25%)
Ly ( 617%)
20 ( 77%)
1, ( 89%)
14 {100%)

1

123

21 mos,.

\n_l"'_.;
E LB o

Concord &
Pre—Raleasge

N Cum, %

10 ( 27)

149  ( 29%)
22, ( 71%)
116 ( 92%)

23 96%)

(100%)

10 mos.

( 98%)

CARCERATED BY M, C, T, RETEASFES ON FIRST PAROLE DURING PRESENT SENTENCE

. _
u'omowmv—lmo'z
. P~~~
o
S
R
L

;

19 mos.

ZOTAL

E Cum, w
16 (. 2%)
178 ( 19%)
294 ( 47%)
284 ( 715)
102 ( &%)
64 ( 90%)
107 (100%)
—
1049

14 mos,

The mean lengths of incarceration
i Norfolk, 42.L4; Forestry, 26.6; Concord and Pre-Release, 12,6; Framingham,



Table II presénts, by releasiné iﬁstitufion, the .length .or incarceration for
the 206 persons released on their second or subsequent parole during the present
'sent.enc.e. To reit.efat.e, these figures pertain to those parole violators returned
on the samé sentence, i.e,, not on a n§w court commitment, _

The average 1engt.h of incarceration for pdrole violators was 7 months, as |
opposed to 14 months for first-relsasees, Several patterns here are of' interest.
First, the averaée length of incarceration varied less among t.hé different instie
tutions for parole violators than for first-relessses, It varies from 5 months at
Concord and Pre-‘r‘téleae to 11 months at Forestry. Second, parole violators re-
leased from Concord, Pre-ﬁeleasg and Frmninghamlspend about half as much time
incarcérgted ‘as do first-réleasees from these institﬁtions; wﬁile parole violators -
reieased from Walpole, Norfolk and Forestry épend about a quarter as much time as
do firstereleasees from these institutions, "fhird, the typlical length of incafcer-
ation:of parole violators released from Wall-aolo; is similar to that of parole
violators released from Concord, Pre-Release and Framingham, while the typical

length of incarceration of p‘aroie violators released from Norfolk and Forestry was

: ‘muc-h greater,



IABLE T1

:orwro

3 rom..ow less
A m 6 mos,

7 mos. = 1 yr,
Hmwaom. - 2 yrs,
o<w& 2 yre. .

TOTAL

" AVERAGE®

19 ( 33%)

12 ( 53%)

13 ( 768)
10 ( 93%)

4 (100%)

m mos,

* The "average" above again represents the median length of incarceration.

- Norfolk
N Cun %

6 -( 21%)
b 36%)
- 6 ( 57%)
& (798)
.p_:o%_
28

10 mos,

mo&mmwmﬂ
N Cum, %
-0 ( of)
-0 ( of)
2 ( 40%)
2 ( eof)
4 (100%)
5 |
HH.BOQ(.

. are as follows: Walpole, 9.2 months; Norfolk, 14,53
» -N.Nm g@. -HQH.%-H_— wou.‘.

Concord &
e=Heleas
.E. GyE e.
33 ( 33%)
20 ( 53%)
27 ( 80}
19 ( 99%)
1 (1008)
100
5 mos,

Forestry,

‘m. Cume o

.%
2 ( 13%)
L ( Lof)
8 (93%)
1 (100%)
0 (100%)

) ﬂ mose

=

© Ikbo o oo

The mean lengths of wbnuwoowmdwos_
16.8; Concord and Pre-Release, Tel; Framingham,

E.P.

N Cum &
60 ( 29%)
o ( 49%)
56 . ( 76%)
38 ( 94%)
12 (1008)
206 ,.
Q.BOE-. 




3. DAYS OVER RELEASE DATE

_ A small segment of the time spent incarcerated prior to release on parcle is
dependent upon the Board ‘and the release program of the parolee, That is, the
Board may assign a feleaae date of April 1, but due to the non-satisfaction of
reserve conditions the resident mﬁy spend one or more days after that date waiting
for approval of those plans by the -Boai-d, and his subsequent release. This "days
over” time may be the mose difficult or' the entire :I.ncarceratiog. In some cases,
the plans may be approved, but staff may not be available to.br:l.n; the parole
permit from the Central Office to the institutiom, Pable III presents, by releas-
ing institution, the numbers of 1972 state parclees who were released within
various time periods ﬁeyond their release (reserve) date.

The key finding presented in this table is that 15% of the state parolees
were released after the. parole date, This can be vieﬁed from two perspectives.
First, even with the inherent difficulties of arranging & parole program while
stili in the institution, 85% of the total were released cn their
. possible date (either straight or reserve). Second, the length of time in the
institution over the parole date ranged from one day to over 99 days, % of
the state parolees spent more that 3 weeks in the ‘_institutim after their parole
date.* | |

Although the differences are not statistically gignificant*¥*, there appears-

to be variation among institutions in the percentage of residents held over beyond
their release date. Propértionately twice as many parolees were held over at

Walpole (18%) ‘and at Concord and Pre-Release (17%) that was the case at the

* During 1972 state parolees spent a total of 2629 days (or 7.2 years) incar-.
cerated beyond their release dates. Concord and Pre-Release parclees
spent a total of 1658 days (or 4.5 years) incarcerated beyond their
release dates.

.  The sinslé' exception is that significantly more Comcord and Pre-Release
- parolees_(17%) were held over than was the case for other state parolees

(12%), X°=6.26, df=1, p<.02.




other institutions - 1‘15 at Norfolk, 9% at Forestry and 8% at Frm-shm. This
problem is of particular concern for parolees from Concord and Pro-Releno;
because of the large number of théae parolees, A 'a:l..za.b‘le majority (60%) of _
the state parolees heid over beyond their release date were parol_eé from

Concord or Pre-Release,




TABIE L

DAYS OVER RELEASE DATS, BY INSTITUTION RELEASED FROM

‘hsowr  alole Nopfolk ~ Eorestry  cowgras  Ponlwhan s N

L % . § % n % 1L & i 2 I 2 I %

. None 123 .(828) 220 (89%) 80 ( 91%) 535 ( 83%) 67 ( 92%) 58 ( 90%) 1073 ( 85%)
o 1-3 1w (7 158 1 (38 19 (3% 308 o () & (i)
h=7 8 (58 6 (28 2 (26 31 ( 5%) 1 ( 1% 2 ( u#) 50 (- 1$)
8-21 Lo 3% 10 ( uh) 5 ( 6%) 32 ( 5%) o ( of) 2 ( u%) 55 ( u#)
Over 3 wks, - Lo 3%) 1 (og) o ( of) 21 (i) 2 ( 3%) 1 ( 28) 35 ( 3%)
Unknown < | 2 35 b1 ) L |
oL B8 . 2m 95 7 89 5 1366




4  DAYS OVER RELEASE mﬂ, BY RELEASE RESERVE CONDYTIONS
Table IV presents, by releasing institution, the proportions of state parolees

with various reserve conditions who were released beyond their parocle date,
Although the‘differences are not statistically significant, the likelihood of
| being‘held-ovar may partly depend uéon the type of reserve condition. Parolees
with workﬁconditions,or home and work conditioﬁg’were more often held over) while
parolees with out-of-state or warrant conditions were less often held over. Even
& straight parole, however, does not in all cases guarantee release on that date,

6% of those with straight paroles spent some time over,



TABLE IV

Condition

None
Some

Work
Home ,
Home & Work
Residential CGtr,
OQut=of=State
" Warrant
Speciai Services
4

Unknown

TOTAL

173

BY SE CONDITION
DAYS OVER"RELEASE DATE
Hore Some
¥ % X %
351 (94h) 21 (&%)
131 {1h) 151 (26%)
8L (68%) 5 (32%)
a . (75%) 15 (25%)
135 (71%) 56 - (29%)
9% - (77%) 28 (23%)
25 (89%) 3 . (1)
41 (81%) 8 (16%)
6 (86%) 1 (1)
291 1
1073
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5. IDME 70 SERVE ON PARGIE

Table V presents, by releasing institution, the time period between the release
date and the expiratian—diséharga date for 1972 state parolees, (Discharge date
was used when available at the time of data collection; expiration date was used in
cases when discharge date had not been.computed at the iime_of release,)

The typical period of time to serve on parole was he2 years (excluding those
on parole for life). This typical period of time to serve on parole does not vary -
a great deal among releasing institupioﬁs. It is Ll years for.Framingham and L.0
years fﬁr Concord and Pre-Release; while it is L.6 years for Walpole, 5.6 years for
Norfolk and 5.3 years for Forestry.

More importantly, thé range of langths of time to spend on parole varies a
great deal among releasing institutions, Two-~thirds of the parolees from Concord,
Pre-Release and Framinghaﬁ had between 3 and 5 years to serve on parole, and less
than a tenth had 5 years or more to serve on parole (because of 5 Indefinite sen— :
tenceé,lof courae). On the other hand, over a half of the parolees from Walpole,
Norfolk -and Forestry had 5 years or more to serve on parole, and a f{fth had 10

¢
years or more to serve on parole,



TABIE V.

-

LENGTH OF TIME TO SERVE ON PAROLE, BY TNSTITUTTON wﬂmwmﬁﬁﬁ

Hnmﬁ. | © Walpole Norfollk wmhmmﬂwk. Copcord & Framingham  Othep TOTAL
B i1 & 'z % » & 1L & E 0z L2 L £
_E&;gw . 9 ( &8 1t ( of) 1 ( 1%) 17 { 2) 3 ( 5%) 2 (%) 3 (3%
1 up to 2 () (s 3 (k) 51 (&) 10 (15%) 2 (). 81 ( %)
2 up to 3 2 (168) 28 (128) 7 ( #f) 68 (1) 7 (ugp 9 (1) w3 (128)
3up to k4 20 ( %) - 37 ( 15%) 15 ( 18%) 167 ( 27%) 15 { 22%) 12 (25%) - 266 (220)
hupto5 17 (128) 30 (128) 13 (15 22 (ed 2 (wf) 15 (313 37k (317)
5 up to 10 31 (25%) 81 (3u%) 34 (%) w2 € 78 5 (7% 6 (12%) 205 ( 17%)
10 wp to 26 21 (ug)  ws (198 11 (13%) 12 ( 2f) o (o) 3 (& 92 (MW
~ For life 9 ( &%) 6 ( 3%) o ( of) 0 ( of) o ( of) o ( of) 15 ( 1%)
#Unknown L 22 a i 2 i 5L
o 158 o 700 89 53 1366
pﬁmwpmm* Fm yrs. - 5.6 yrs. | 5s3 yrs, LeO yrse Lel yrse LeO ﬁ.m_. Le2 yrs.

* The "average" above represents the median time to serve on parole, The mean length of time to serve on parcle

wmmmwoﬂbﬂm"Smuwowm“m.mwomwm“zﬂ.mo..ﬁw_m.mmm.owmmwd?m.r_moo:oowgmhgwglwouammm.htomm.u.maﬂumwma.u.mm
other, 5.13 TOTAL, h.5. o
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6.  AGE AT RELEASE

Tablé Vi presﬁnts, by releasing institution, the age at release of 1972 state
parolees, ' |

The typical agé at release was 25. This figure was about 30 for parolees from
Walpole, Norfolk or Forestry. It was 22 for parolees from Concord and Pre=Release .
and 24 for parolees from Framingham, About a £ifth of the parolees from Walpole,
Norfolk and Forestry were 4O or above, while there were very few older paroleés
from Fram.ingham (with tﬁe reduction in drunkemmess commitments) or Concords Under
a fifth of the parolees from Walpole, Norfolk and Forestry were under 25, while
three—duarters of the Gont_:ord and Pre~-Release parolees and slightly over haif of

the Framingham paroleés were under 25,




“ r ¢ & £ L & n £ I 2 I £ § 2
Under 20 1.( %) 3 ( -1%) 3 ( 3%) 123 (186) 10 ( 128) 6 (126) b ( 1g)
20~ 24 27 (1) wh (68) 1 (15%) 383 (558) 37 (13%) 20 (388) 525 ( 39%)
25 =29 B o(288) 79 (298) 33 (358) 131 (19%). 25 (29%) 12 (23%) 323 ( 24f)
30-39 56 (36%) . 80 (308) 28 ( 29%) w68 9 (108) 10 (19%) 22 (16f)
1O = 49 21 ( 13%) Ly ( 16%) 15 ( 16%) 6 ( 1%) L ( 5%) 2 ( 1) 92 ( 7%)
50 or more 8 ( 5% 20 ( 8) 2 ( 25 8 ( 1%) 1 { 1%) 2 () 1 ( 3%)
| LUM%BOSS . 2 1 : 2 =8 - - iy
| % ToTAL 156 m 95 700 89 5 1366
pwwmpmm* . 31yrse 30 wuu._ 29 yrs. 22 yrs, 2L yrse mr yrse 25 yrs.

* The "average! above represents the median ages. The mean ages at release are as follows: Walpole, 33; Norfolk,
333 Forestry, 31; Concord and Pre-Release, 23; Framingham, 26; other, 26; and TOTAL, 27,




